Peter Lawrence [1] , in his otherwise scholarly review of a book by Peter Pringle "Experiment Eleven", is incorrect in asserting that Jules Hoffmann took unfair credit for discoveries made in his laboratory, like exemplars described in the book. As close witnesses to events we know that Hoffmann assembled and animated a group of researchers from various scientific backgrounds to decipher the mechanisms of innate immunity in insects, and has been impeccable in his assignment of credit and support for his co-workers both while they served in his laboratory and in their future independent careers.
All signatories are either longstanding collaborators or co-workers of Professor Jules Hoffmann. domain and the structure of the aminoterminal domain being distinguishing features of the mitochondrial porins and the Omp85 family, biophysical and structural analyses of ATOM will be important in moving beyond sequence analysis and to reach a better understanding of the evolution of Tom40 and ATOM.
It is possible that both Tom40 and ATOM were derived from a common ancestor (Figure 1 , 'single lineage model'). In our paper [4] we proposed this and two other models, and we believe that it would be premature at this stage to reject the other two possibilities from consideration. Each model in Figure 1 is built on a common scenario for the early evolutionary history of eukaryotes: that the last Figure 1 . The three models for the evolution of ATOM and Tom40 [6] , see text for details. "X" refers to a putative common ancestor to both Tom40 and ATOM.
